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Tlli'lVtARKS 

Th., App«.« ^^^^ ""1 -evie^^d Offlctol A.ao» da.«t 14 Wy 2005 

f^., ^ AppUc^nl ,»iu«ts favchW ^bc» c» to Wliction a. 

earliest convenicucc nf the Office. 

AS stated in Pa.gr.ph 2 on Page 2 of 0. Action, cto 1-24 stand rcj^^^ 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpat.nt.ble .vcr U.S. Patent No. 5,329,578 to Brennan. ct 
a,. (he.rdnaft.r. '^c^nan'^ in view of U.S. Patent No. 5.563^39 to U Pom. et al. 
(hereinafter, "U Porta"). The Applicant respectfully traverses thee rejections. 

Turning first to independent daln, 1. withont conceding the propriety of the 
rejection and ^Idy to advance the pm.ccution of ihi. appMon. the Applicant has 
x*v,scd claim 1 to darify fiirther feature, of d.. t^cthod. For conv^uiencc, ckim 1 is 
reproduced hrxt, withredliney induded: 

^U. (Cnucntly Kr^m A m.lhu^ Wockirvg a call to a M line scicctcd by a calting 
p.Hy. said oailinfi party h^virij . callitg line ideniiflcaiiou uumhcr, .aid method comprisintj: 

.cocrvmg m ouifioing cunummiction directed to . calld Unc fmm . c^ninft line, ..IIIt^s 
line 3s&ociatc43 wJiJ» a subscriber to an outguliiis call Hocking service; 

obtainrng a callm^ line idcntitication number for said communiootioii; 

obiainuig a called line i.lri nification number for said coiuinnnication; 
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for .id cal..g line ^c^^ -'^^ - » ^ '^'^^ ™^ 

arc to be blocked; »i«3 

trr^inatog the call if .1 « data mdicates that the « to be blocked." 
The Applicant .<uibmits thai d. rcvi.ons to claim 1 are. fully supported uudcx 
U.S.C. § 1 12. 1'' paraui^P^ the originany-Gle.H .spcciftcation, at k^t hy page 2, lilies 
30-31,andbypage ifi, line 28 throujih page 17. line 4. 

T.iming to the cited art, tiic Applicant agt^^cs w,th the assesBin^at on Page 3 of the 
Action that B.cnn*. doco not dificlc. r....ving an outgoing com«n.ication direct«l lo a 
..llcd Hnc from a calling imc. said caUiHK Hoc as^^iated with a subscriber to an 
outgoing cull blocking service. Accordingly, the Action dl.d . ,a .orta. column 6, lines 
26^7. for teaching related to a method and .,stcm for delivering a commut^ication 
service. While the cited portion of U I'orta pettams lo outgoing call blocking, Qie 
Applicant respectfully .^ubmits that La Porta tails to teach or suggest the features recited 
above in claim 1. More particulaily. U Porta neither teaches nor .suggests: 

"flcri«iti.xg the outgoing call btocki-iB s^Hcc at 0 preset time; 
de-activalmg th.. oufgoins call blocking service at a second preset tin.-;". 
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B«d o„ W .K. fc«80i»S, «» Applicant .ha. B«n.»n .nd U P<«. 
,0 not a I .03 of cto »d .«on.U....™- ^ 

of the § 103 reieclinn of claim 1. 

CW^ 2 10 dap^td .«.» data 1 .nd *>d rejected „„ »™lar er^- 
AccortWY, a« .hove commit. *o*,d .0 clA. 1 .PPly »p=l.y » cl.»~ 2-.0. Ihc 
AppUcn. thus re,«=. "^-^ ^ °' 



2-10. 



•l^irnirtg now lu independent claim 11. without conceding flie propriety of the 
ejection and solely to advance Ihe pn>sccution of this application, the Applica.« has 
..vised claim 1 1 to clarif, lurthcr features of the mclhod, similar to .he revisions made to 
claim 1. The revisions made U» claim 1 1 ^ believed fully supported under 35 U.S.C, § 
117, 1" paragraph, on at W the same basis were the revisions to claim 1 above. 
Additionally, th.. above comment, regarding Brennail and La Port« a. directed xo claim 
apply equally to claim H- 

Based on at least the for^x^iog, the Applicant suUnits that Hrcnnan and U Poila 
do not support a § 103 rejection of Claim 11, .ud request, recondderatiou aud withdrawol 
of the § Kll rejection of claim 11. 

Claims 12-14 depend from cl^« U and stand rejected oa siniilar grounds. 
Accordingly, the above conmiejits di-^ctcd to claim 11 apply equally to claims 12-14. 
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Th. App,iC« re^c* rec»id.„Unn WUMr^wal ,f *e 5 .03 r#*- of 
claims 12-14. 

Tumiag no-, to indcpendeal claim 15. without con«.<^mg the propriety of the 
^jectio. and .nlcly to advice the pro^cutiou of tbi, applicaUon, the. Applicant han 
.vi«cd claiia 15 to cunfy funher fcaiu.cs of the method, sin^^^ 

claim 1 1 he revisions xaadc tn claim 15 are bdievcd fully supported uador 35 US.C § 
1 12. 1'^ pari«x,pK on at least the same basis as wei. tlie r.viMons to claim 1 above. 
Aditionally. the above comments regarding Breni^ «nd La Portn a« directed to claim 
apply equally lu claiin 15, 

Hased on at lea«t the foregoing, the Applicant submits that Breonan and U Porta 
do not support a § 103 rejection of claim 15, and topics,. reconMdcrat.on and whhdrawal 

ut'thc § 103 rejection of claini 15. 

Claiic:. lft-21 depend from clairi lb and stand i^ccteA on aimilor grounds. 
Aocnrdingly. the abuve camir,cnt3 directed to dai.n 15 apply equally to claims 16-21. 
The Avplicant thu., «queEt6 reco.si..ir.r;dcm and withdrawal of th. g 103 rejection, uf 

clairp.^ 16-2L 

Turning now to indepeodeat claim 22. without conceding the propriety of ihc 
r^ection and solely tn advance the pro.c.ution of this application, Qie. Applicant has 
revised claim 22 to clarify furthc.- teatirca of the system. The revisions made to daim 22 
arc similar to the revisions made to clahn 1, bnt the revisions made to cla,m 22 pert^n to: 
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« device .tnring data concern, uatgomg PoJlc to be lW,lccd. ^ 
at ... one, p.:^t .mc P«.od ov. w).=h the outgoing ...l .loc.in« cervix. . t. be .ot.vated or dc- 

Th. rcvisinna made to claii,i 22 a.* beli.vcd Mly supported under 35 U.S.C § 
112, 1'^ paragraph, «a at least the same tasis as .ere the revisions to claim I above 
Additionally, the above comn^eut. regarding Brennaa and La Porta as directed to claim 
apply equally to claim 22- 

Based on at least th. foregoing, the Applicaut submits that Br^uaarv and La Porta 
dn not support a § 103 rgcotio. cf claim 22, and requests «conside^Hon and withdrawal 
of thtf § 103 rejection of claim 22. 

Claims 23-24 depend from d-^u 71 and stand rejected on similar grouuds. 
Avcordmgiy, the obove c«ts directed to .lalm 29. apply equaUy to cl^.ms 23-24. 
•.he AppUcant thus n^csts reconsideration and withdrawal of the § 103 rejealu.. of 
claims 7^-24. 

Dependml c.l«im 21 is amended to addrr.*s an informality uotrd by the Applicant. 
CoiicluslOa 

The AppUcant requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the § 103 rejections 
fevorabic action of claiuis 1-24. If any issu. remains unresolved that would prevent 
fevomble action on this case, the Office requested in ronf«rt Th. «nder.iKued to 
res plve the itaue . 
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Respectfully submitted. 




I .cc & Hayes, pile 
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